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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:_E. Polk Ave., E. Madison Ave., E. Kantunil Ave,, E. Juarez Ave.,
and E. Jackson Ave.

Department: Hidalgo County Precinct No. 3 — Urban County Program

Name of Firm: /, S /ééfﬁgi &5 ijwee,z/)c/c;-

Date of Evaluation; -7 u@ /Y Z2oe

Evaluator’s Name: /dfb‘ ToN/s Bnlco — o 52
Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 ] |

Comments/Rationale for Points: Win, H iwpjose La,g o C?u:'/ ‘ENQﬂUeQA;hJi
D&gde_g b«.@w Br - Msvmg.ﬂ,v Ongl ,j.e,w} Q_;L(}pc:hj!e. STAFE

2. Experience of Project Team 25 ]

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points: Tt/\'\s: @} B L\d:.s o4 J'Ms‘n/e. L 28 jerce,
Dunde,  pves / Sewen Trmicpemeends om0 DNa\NaSe [ STIEETS
@,\_;J i):}%mc h@ w Tl Mé&q}ga C,OM’T‘L; - 7

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 0

Comments/Rationale for Points: “Pf\—%\ €-C,<L I’\CLS ey LF L:] eans ef-upaq ; arree

4. Understanding of Project 25 ol LOL
ﬁomnents/ ationale for Points: t/ep—‘ﬂl k—"\buﬁ {"—‘Qj ‘JO[“?—— N :(H—\
S upe pF o e ot s
(1 GV
5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 /B

Cilments/RationaIe for Points: R ™~OULS \e&q C-—[O ( ‘= s \d’(x C &5 thmarT o

C ST Te Yuoldec a L E«%jftu/f}y—rms

!

Total Score z ZP



HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:  E. Polk Ave.: E. Madison Ave: E. Kanutunil Ave. E. Juarez: and E. Jackson

Ave.
Department: Hidalgo County Precinct No.3
Name of Firin: Javier Hinojosa Engineering

Date of Evaluation:  July 15, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Oscar Garza., Procurement Specialist

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points: Staff has been carefully selected for the appropriate projects
and with constant overview by the project manager (Javier Hinojosa Engineer): unable to get clear
gualifications of staff as per SOQ.

2. Experience of Project Team 25 20

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ Experience is unprecedented with list of past and current
projects with favorable comments from Cities and Precincts;

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Over 24 years of experience with hands on every aspect of
accountability and coordination for project on hand.

4. Understanding of Project 25 25

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Accomplishment and project completions along with
credentials confirm understanding of projects.

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points: No conicerns on familiarity of rules & repulations as it pertains
to street improvements for proposed project.

Total Score 95



HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:_E. Polk Ave., E. Madison Ave., E. Kantunil Ave., E. Juarez, and E. Jackson
Ave.

Department:_ Hidalge County Precinct #3 — Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Q’cbu"b(,h, bl/vu—a(ﬂm/ én
Date of Eva]uatlon )‘7/(,\/\1;, O’u{ y, A0O 9
Evaluator’s Name: 6 o~ D P

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 _”2:_0_

Comments/Rationale for Points: %LW ot a bl g a2 _ . [ C’?C, -

2. Experience of Project Team 25 2.5

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points: >3-, wed oo, Hs) AN B Ao ER_ars
—ptf'_ AAF N, J N ._) £9 - {I
3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 2.0

Comments/Rationale for Pomts «O/‘/P})Ldf YW cne Sens de—,m CL

4. Understanding of Project 25 24

Comments/Rationale for Points: ﬁ)f\ f - wég/h- AV /]g\,rg/ /WMM,&W

Lo ) AL D0 ) umszM LIV %ta
U Ll/bhi&bd

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and RegulaﬂonsT«\ 10 70

V- _.x L../; /?\\

Comments/Rationale for Points;

fl e\\ji

.@\
+~Total Score ??

" Sy
C{J’ °
o

W
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SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:__E. Polk Ave.. E. Madison Ave.. E. Kantunil Ave., E. Juarez. and E. Jackson
Ave,

Department: _Hidalgo County Precinct #3 — Urban Countv Program

Name of Firm: \tydzchcd,. e Lo sive MA.,_J/ !éfbu—u;h/, 20,{@,-
Date of Evaluation: Q/((Mu..z s 9-p i

Evaluator’s Name: @ Lo~ D Qe

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 /5

Comments/Rationale for Points: \—71,%1_ Lt Al bnbn . ;Ddad

2. Experience of Project Team 25 2.0
*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:
Sd./t;-{__/, o g W S P W [ pry et Ao <o
7 g v S
3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 /&
Comments/Rationale for Points:_ e ve et siym~—melAa ¢ .
. - (7 7
e AA T VLA s .,Q,'{Aat, _M,J_g;vq_,q_u A A b lne D G}yﬂ,—(—fe_ PR gl
4. Understanding of Project 25 A0
Comments/Rationale for Points:
5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 /D

Comments/Rationale for Points:

Total Score E 3



HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description: E. Polk Ave.; E. Madison Ave: E. Kanutunil Ave. E, Juarez: and E. Jackson

Ave.
Department: Hidalgo County_Precinct No.3
Name of Firm: Izapuirre Engineering Group, LILC

Date of Evaluation: July 15, 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 290 15

Comments/Rationale for Points:_Staff members limited with one project manager fairly new
firm established in 2008 as per SQQ.

2. Experience of Project Team 25 15

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:_References as per SOQ are only a few and some not available

for comment at time of evaluation: comments received were favorable

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 20

Comments/Rationale for Points:  SOQ not clear on actual accountability; resourcefulness and
actual hands on and/or availability of Project Manager

4. Understanding of Project 25 25

Comments/Rationale for Points:_As per SOQ firm has familiarity with all geographical aspects o
proposed roadway and drainage projects..

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:  Firm shows familiarity of rules & regulations as it pertains to
street improvements for proposed project.

Total Score 85



HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:_E. Polk Ave., E. Madison Ave., E. Kantunil Ave., E. Juarez Ave.,
and E. Jackson Ave.

Department:;___ Bidalgo County Precinct No. 3 — Urban County Program

Nameof Fim:__Tzaguivre . EngiNesiug Ceonp, LALC.
Date of Evaluation:____J L szl Y 1 LP RODT

Evaluator’s Name: A-U-_BUIB %}QP—C@ R L/LCP

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 ! a

Comments/Rationale for Points: OV e/ CLQQ Or\L-Lo..,l i%:CA'ﬁ iris Y ad
s afeauats Lo Conddcale o
_f,x.m'\ec/.l— ( sSTased~ Impoverneuds )
= . r —

2. Experience of Project Team 25 p 2

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Ratio‘I—iiligg’oints: Em _ L\GLQ ﬂcﬂgqucﬂz L&W
A/o wirneon ~HA“5 R e T . YV dean

YNembeq e 'u'lr\o_sa—t‘; MQ’TU(QU%AAWQ«:Q nMDlUf&ud;Qd@bql

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 l I

Comments/Rationale for Points: L.EG—CQ %Q!UE‘Q& l/\a_,g QL RQA!M
Q\_M—GQ GH@LL(& )Qdac{ h%cef’)« L, e QP,L.QJecT‘

4. Understanding of Project 25 C;l —

ents/Rationale for Points: 1:7; B WD t_y(,e,Q \/\(}-U-Q @ ool
4 N\,Em | Y\j (5\(4_\) - e M\e < J

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations / D

Comments/Ratignale for Poin ? LRl —=5 H@LJ@Q l"\ ouare 9 -
ey “ @/m ,_/,!.')CT o _FAe /Q/”B’ S T Paly UJQJ//

[as L [t e
Tatal Score 2 0?




HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description:_E. Polk Ave., E. Madison Ave., E. Kantunil Ave., E. Juarez Ave.,
and E. Jackson Ave..

Department: Hidalgo County Precinct No. 3 — Urban County Program
Name of Firm:__ /27 £ c/'VIV 5{/‘9 //\/&?J/QJI\/G-‘
Date of Evaluation: o, Uu/ U / L/‘ 9‘@ OF

Evaluator’s Name: /4'#”_5”10 3 ALCD — LG “P
Selection Criteria Point Score
1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 ] @)
Comme: ts/Rationale for Points: /77 [ @CM Cia - < ohaf '/\:' QcQ
Eilgl madd STAEFR Seewms JoU fgle
0@7’30 Cﬂﬁd/eﬁ—n als
2. Experlence of Project Team 25 é O

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Point f Js r"e,«a_ STATemL T O~
f\mﬂ:cm—xmv N -ﬁn has Apequate,
emee. | buwl IS ﬁauﬁ et Jhelmifc
= Q
3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 l 1

Comments/Rationale for Points: {-—L:"" S50 vnS —JJ L-ncl h W\ 5. (‘ aA e,'(q_,

Tres hoove abdeandl, oyponievmce avl coeld
Aot fAcM@SeHD 6@-—\ Ao, Eg;w]ecr‘ e\)“weﬂszc;

4. Understanding of Project 25 ;2 3

Comments/Rationale for Points; \T\«J.. L\: R \/\CL; ’ AD%\J—GL—Q‘L — a_i

ogpenience. | A J’J,Dn)/é‘»ﬁgaé Lol ,%z/mlu v, Hoft

LS B R el
§) |

3

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations i ( D)

Co ents/Rat’ nate for Points: E o 'L\CLS /\’ﬂ V\‘e.ubk E‘ ﬁ_—'\r\-cQ
Mo jrb UMNAN ZTOr~D Y plicable
meﬁ' el ch:b_ atlieng,

Total Score _ib




HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

4

Project Description:_ E. Polk Ave., E. Madison Ave., E. Kantunil Ave.. E. Juarez, and E. Jackson
Ave.

Department:__Hidalgo County Precinct #3 — Urban County Program
Name of Firm: /{/I, .5 f QM:'LL ﬂﬂ%{_wmzf
Date of Evaluation: __ 9’{,(/141, - G- 2009

Evaluator’s Name: @ L D O

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 15

Comments/Raticnale for Points: o’? AE)W . ,by_-(fwc_u Gea) O

2. Experience of Project Team 25 20

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points: L?"J‘bﬂ/ RSN DLy NN BN X
PSS B N WY 5 VL PO, Vv

J
3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 15
Comments/Rationalg for Pojnts: }DMLGI N U pa
l -dz,v:mo 3
4. Understanding of Project 25 2O
Comments/Rationale for Points:
5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 /D

Comments/Rationale for Points:

Total Score 80



HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES

Project Description: E. Polk Ave.; E. Madison Ave; E. Kanutunil Ave. E. Juarez; and E. Jackson

Ave.
Department: Hidalge County Precinct No.3
Namme of Firm: Izaguirre Engineering Group, LLC

Date of Evaluation: July 15. 2009

Evaluator’s Name:  Oscar Garza, Procurement Specialist

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 15

Comments/Rationale for Points: Team qualifications not listed on SOQ: firm has 2 vyrs
experience as an established firm,

2. Experience of Project Team 25 15

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points: References ag per SOQ are personal references and not of
actual projects thai have been Qvewiewed by this firm.

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 15

_ Comments/Ratiopale forlPoiﬁts: SOQ not clear on actual accountability: resourcefulness and
actual hands on and/or availability of Project Manager; project manager experience has been mainly
with previous firm.

4. Understanding of Project 25 15

Comments/Rationale for Points;_As per SOQ firm has familiarity with all geoeraphical aspects
on proposed roadway and civil engineering: however unable to confirm

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 16

Comments/Rationale for Points:  Firm shows familiarity of rules & regulations as it pertains to
street improvements and civil engineeringe projects.

Total Score 70



